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But there is no confusion in the following passage; any one of
the metaphors can be removed without affecting the grammar:
This royal throne of kings, this sceptred isle,
This earth of majesty, this seat of Mars, . . .
This fortress built by Nature for herself . . .
This happy breed of men, this little world,
This precious stone set in the silver sea, ...
This blessed plot, this earth, this realm, this England,
This nurse, this teeming womb of royal kings, . . .
3.	Metaphor within metaphor is dangerous.  Here there is
a grammatical dependence between the metaphors, and if the
combination is unsuitable confusion will result.  But combina-
tion is one thing, and confusion is another: if the internal
metaphor is not inconsistent with the external, there is no
confusion, though there may be ugliness.   To adapt one of
our examples below, The Empire's butcher (i.e. New Zealand)
has not all his eggs in one basket' is not a confusion, because a
metaphorical butcher can have his eggs in one basket as well as
any one else. What does lead to confusion is the choice of an
internal metaphor applicable not to the words of the external
metaphor, but to the literal words for which it is substituted.
In the following example, the confusion is doubtless intended.
This pillar of the state
Hath swallowed hook and bait.
The swallowing is applicable only to the person metaphorically
called a pillar.
4.	Confusion  of metaphor  is  sometimes  alleged  against
sentences that contain only one metaphor—a manifest absurdity.
These are really cases of a clash between the metaphorical and
the non-metaphorical. A striking or original metaphor is apt
to appear violent, and a commonplace one impertinent, if not
adequately borne out by the rest of the sentence. This we may
label 'unsustained metaphor'. It sometimes produces much the
same effect as mixed metaphor; but the remedy for it, as well
as the cause, is different.   Mixed metaphor is the result of
negligence, and can generally be put right by a simple adapta-

